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Brief Siimrairy of the following Critical Inquiry as to the Scientific 
accuracy of the popular or generally accepted system of Modern 
Astronomy, as Mathematically formulated by Sir Isaac Newton. 

1 .--The Introductory Statement of the Case. .' “ - 

}1.—Two of the, Elementary Definitions of the Newtonian. System, 

' Equinoctial and Ecliptic will be taken and shown by two simple ' 
intersecting linen that it is an utter impossibility for the Earth’s • 
Axis to be in two different positions at the same time; hence the 
' niferly irreeoneileahle contradiction; betas a fact, we observe 
the One in nature, and in effect we have tlu» other: but a-s it. is a 
simple impossibility that the effect can be due to the* Newtonian . 
cause, We. have thus* another con trad iction—i ndeed about half-a- 
. dozen items of contradiction following in a string which must hv 
patent to the- most superficial reasoner. • 

III,—Copernicus’ method of .attempting to prove Earth’s Orbital 

4 motion will,be noticed; then his failure ; then the excuse; then 
that the excuse, has no. foundation in fact v because, the Stars are' 

. within a few thousand, miles ot the Earth. 

I V.—This patnrally leads to the method (if measuring distances by tri¬ 
angles, which is altogether unavailable until there is some side 
or: portion of a side positively known ; so that, although mathc-’ 
matical calculations may he correctly worked with regard to 

- . abstract numbers, they are mill and void in application, till some 
positive base be found ; and the,radius.must be known before any 
magnitude can be stated. So with the Triangle ; so long as. the d 
angles are relatively the same—the Triangle may be indefinitely 
increased in magnitude without alfeetiug the ratios of-its three 
sides, and therefore results as observed in phenomena -prove^ 
nothing as to distance until on$ si<,le of the Triangle is known. 

V.—Kepler’s three laws are simply a\>lay upon mimberft, which it* 
is quite easy to show. If Newton demonstrated their truth, he by 
the same means upsets the mathematical ratio of radius to eir- 
ciimference, which cannot be admitted for a moment. Newton 
was not deceived—hence he wrote that his work could be trans¬ 
lated into geometrical language, which* the professors say is done; 
then let. them "refer to the first demonstration ami say how $ho 
same straight line can at one and the same time occupy two different 
positions, making an angle of 23 £ degrees ? Kepler’s laws could 
ne ver have been .deduced from his observations, apart frodi the 
introduction of a theory! All calculations of Eclipses, are made 
upon observations and'are independent of any Theory, They are de¬ 
pendent upon correct observation of regular motion. All phenomena 
are explicable upon-either theory or motion, whether it he earth 
or sun which moves. Nearly 2,000 years ago^tke' Arabs calculated 
: . * the length of the year to within ftvo minutes of the-time accepted 
by our professors. And the man to whom alone all other Modern 
Astronomy is most greatly indebted by his observations* col lee- : 
tions* and records—for the power to verify ancient dates., was a 
Stationary Earth Theorist l To conclude by a word of faithful 
warning addressed separately to thg Secularist, the Professor, the 





EDITOR’S PREFACE. 
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In introducing the following papers to the mathe¬ 
matical reader as well ks to the more general student 
of scientific literature, we would merely premise that 
the author's object is to endeavour to disabuse the 
public mind of the notion that physical science* as it is 
now taught, is provably based on sound philosophical 
principles, and also that Sir Isaac Newton, who. is 
generally quoted as the highest authority on these 
subjects, never ventured to assert or argue that his 
so-called “ solar. system " was an accurate description 
of the divine cosmogony* But, on the contrary, that , 
he took special pains to express the fundamental rule 
that nothing is to be assumed as a principle, which is 
not established and verified by universal observation 
and the testimony of all intelligent minds; and that 
“no hypothesis is to be admitted into physics, except 
as a question, the truth of which is to be examined by 
it§ agreement with acknowledged facts. Whatever," 
he' said, “ was not deduced from facts or visible 
phenomena was to be called an' hypothesis, and 
hypotheses, whether physical or metaphysical, whether 
of occult qualities or mechanical, have no places in 
experimental philosophy." 

Nothing can be more clearly or explicity stated. 
We never find Newton losing sight of the fact that he 
was a mathematician, pure and simple. , He further 
insisted that “ the main business of the natural 
philosopher is to argue from facts, without feigning 
hypotheses, and to deduce causes from effects, if so be 
we may arrive at the first cause, which is certainly not 
mechanical." 

'It was not Newton who first invented the principle 
of grayiiation, in explanation of the “ laws " of^ celestial 
motion which earlier mystics pretended to jiave dis-.. 
-covered, and who represented tne planets as^describiog \ 
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eliptical orbits, in one focus, of WhidK^l^^^ 

These men utterly ignored the idea -ti 
and Regulator of the starry' host, 
motions’. to, the influence^ of 

principle or soul, which was supposed’tdrofiSsm;:'eacihfSllS|^fi 
planet ! Pythagoras, the first iivventpr,' visas' a pf§& ^ 
and a fire worshipper; and because thn sun appeared ; 
a ball of fire, he deemed it worthy .of the ^prMxicrpal 
position in the celestial firnic(ment, and made all Jt^e 
other planets (the earth included) swing in terrffic;drbits I ^" 
round it as their centre! Did the £>ious Isaac^Newton 
ever venture to insist that this idolatrous nbifct^^ 
fact on which he could demonstrably* establish 1 

practical, system u of ’' cosmogony ? .. Againy: \it is :ah^||l|||i|||f' 
undoubted fact that Newton never once, even iii; the 
most cursory manner, attempted to refer to; much less 
refute,; the Mosaic and subsequent sacred records* | , 

touching the history of the creation t Does not such* x V 
omission fully justify the idea that; he 'knew that Jiis 
philosophy had ho possible reference toVthe physical 
Jaws of Nature, as they were designed by the' 
Omnipotent Creator ? Had he been treating of facts, | g| 1 
s Newton could not have avoided the attempt to depiori- , - 

strate the fallacy of a system of physics so expressly 
relating to, and yet so ’ totaUy^opposed 


declarations of a former writer .on the>; •^me.^ubjec^^^J^^ 
Either it must be argued that Newton';W^s'|total^j^|||||S® 
iignorant of the existence, of ..such ■:-a;\rec6td''S^^the^^^^^ 
creation as the Bible contained, or-he httist ^hnvevfeltd^^^S 1 ^ 
that he was in no way concerned about' dealing with 
the actual facts, but was merely engaged ia.illustrating < 
a parody on the original design, ana ;^hbwing how x • 
mathematics could be made to apply to premises of 


to distort, or improve upph 
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or bad been brought into operation by the only Being 
capable of sucha description or such a design. *' 

• Ij we understand the object of the following papers/ 
the author will; contend that nothing but the grossest 
mm ignorance of the true principles of philosophy, as laid 

p|g ; ;down."hy Newton J himself, could have prompted the 

|p§ • adaption of his mathematical system, as a true and 

^ accurate description of the terrestrial physics. If the 

so-called religious world is content ttT&ccept the pagan 
blasphempp§the idolator Pythagoras/and, for no other 
reason than h^assigiied, to regard the sun as the chief 
and, central body, to which all heaven and earth must 
bC subservient, we must say that the infidel and the 
sCeptic are far more consistent in .their rejeefreft of the 
inspired volume, which is expressly ignored and super- 
ceded by the Christian to make room for the higher 
authority of a 'Kepler or a Galileo and their modern 
satellites, and which even the Romish cardinals so 
nobly and sternly condemned! while.for the . past 200 
<years, the so-called Protestant churches have,openly 
endorsed the impious-heresies of the su^n"worshippers, 
and presumptuously and ' ignorantly denounced the 
righteous protests of the only true defender^ of the 
inspired records, from that day to the present. 

P.S.—Many are advocating the propriety of teaching 
little boys and girls the lives of the reformers and other 
Protestant literature. If they take our advice they will 
instruct them* in the philosophy of the Scriptures and 
require them to furnish answers to the following 
questions:— 

I. In what part of the Bible is the suggestion made 

of the earth being a globe, or in motion, or having ahy 
sort of connexion with the celestial system ? f 

II. Why are the words “ earth ” and “ world ” used 
over 600 times without any reference tp, or suggestion * 
made of, such a curious configuration? Did the 
Almighty Himself, or did any of theg|gCred historians,. 
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knpw of this peculiar configuratioi^frid of ^he other 
conditions inseparable from it ? v v / 
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III. If so, were they seeking tp mislead or were they, 
from the Creator downwards; ignorant of such a 
phenomenon ? ’ ‘ ■ 
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IV. If the method and detaH^ef the 
divinely conveyed to Moses,' % 
narrated, on the authority of any 
none such existed.v If, therefore, Mosfes ; imisfep^eiit^; 1 
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those facts, the misrepresentations* m 
conveyed to hint by tfie Almighty HimsI 
V. But, is it not marveMousIylstr angel i 
past 6,000 years, no single scientist has ventured v.td$g 


was 


.contempbrg 


Note.-^- Lucretius, who . 

with Pythagoras, 300 or 400 years before the Cfhristia^ 
era, in his work Dt Rerum Natura } thus expressed*. His 
views on the ^philosophy of the Pythagoreans :“ 4 ^he;^,: 
earth, which tvas formed o£ heavy particles, i$ 



in the middle of the world, l^or is there any .point 
within the earth which is the centre of gravity,^r ai| 
heavy bodies fall in parallel lines, there being, as in the 
universe so on the earth, bhe region above and* another 
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below. The doctrine that there are upon the earth 


antipodes is therefore false. The earth is in 
of a circular plane ; it is preserved from falling By a, 
substratum or substance with which it ^is congenial, 
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and upon which, therefore, it. does not |jress4.>th^. ; : 
’inutuaKacfioh destroying the effects of graVity/’^ -' -.^: ' .-, '//;'<* : 

Goethe, the^greatest of all poets, gives hi?* opinion on 
modern astronomy in the following lines In what¬ 
ever way or manner may have occurred; this business* 

I must, still say that I curse this modern theory 0f 


* 




cosmogony, 

in due time some young scientist of genius who wilt 
pick up courage enough to upset this Uhiversally 
disseminated delirium of lunatics. The most terrible 
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thing in all this is that one is obliged to repeatedly 


hear the^asSurance that all the 
same opinion on this question; But one* 
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gather followers\and pupils, and thus 
power ; their idea is^nnaUy forked 
and with a passionate impulse is Forced * upon society . 
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/ Lastof all, .letups hckr Newton himself; Speaking 
f on hiis^a^n* ma&ematical system, fie says, “It is, how- 
v evef, incoiieeWable that ihanbriatej brute matter should, 
: ihe^nVdiSion of; something else which, is not 

*;> n^terMl, operate upon and atfec^ other matter without 
Contact* That gravity should be innate, inherent, 



matters has a competent 
into it.” 

Aft^r thishould kny bnfe venture to say that* Newton 
intended his tuatbcmatical system to be regarded as an 
exposition of physical truth ? And the University of 
Cambridge is seriously compromised l>y the wilful 
concealment of facts which it must know would so 
entirely alter the impression now left on the public mind 
with respect to the Newtonian philosophy. 

Were it not for the apparently insurmountable and 
un-English cowardice of the public press, and the 
university journals in particular^this baseless fiction 
could last as many weeks as it has done years. 
< No other branch of science in the world, that did not 
. feel it was perpetrating a hoax, would display such an 
abject dread of inquiry and discussion. 

The Cambridge Review lately made some insolent 
remarks about the Zetetic Society,.and, in the most 
cowardly manner, refused to 4 insert any reply, or 
offer any apology for its vulgar wit. It is tlujs 
the real truth seekers are duped into submission to tfie 
most pernicious fables.; and indeed truth on* any 
subject^, i|^ as is generally tfie case, it runs counter to 
populardgnorance or prejudice, is boycotted and stifled. 
Our very Protestantism is a sham, and all evangelistic 
agency must be carried on under the most adverse 
circumstances, so long as this pagan superstition is 
encouraged both in the schoolroom in the Current 
v literature of the day. And if rampant paganism and 
infidelity ever ^kgain prevail in this country, it will be 
through the direct influence of the mongrel Protestant¬ 
ism now so vigorously promoted. 

Professor Elmsley has recently written an article in 
The Young Man , Jot February, “ How .to Study .the 
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Bible," and in the course of his remarks ’h^ vasserfs i 
“ Everything, in the Bible is not o|ig|i|®^| 
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physical truth, science, and ■philo^^hv"l|^S|i^® 
4 ook^ for/ ‘ What it contains is 
heart x tp our heart/*';; /.//C /, .r 

No>y, we most /dogmatically ’ affirm.;/|haiiS@ti|®S 
reverse of the above is the truth! If the^r6fessop| 
right, everyv man must foe ’ a/;'cr^ul^s/^jLt^S|i|8( 
believes one singleverse in the 
vety small portion of it 
from God’s heart to our heart/* 
mepi pf it is an account of thepreatibiir;; ah^luhj^|a|t 
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Spencers, and Bradlaughs, and Ingersolls are bur truest 
friends for' exposing its • Unreliable and/ j^riiicious 
character. Professor ElmsJjfo fo^ghV to;;;beh|fi^f^S^- 
ashamed to be found fn siich company’fold;^^|^^at;;; 
ing word for' wprdj the p^hicipi^^^^emyj^ney^dp 
not scruple tb utter. We are am&2fed ahd confounded 
that Christian ministers should: So dishonour the S$qf|l 
of God i The mere suggestion that any plijilbspphe| 
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ignorance and unb^UeTwhich is almost:liibredil^ 
IF neijjj^pr the theologian^ scientific/^or ediica 
professor has intelligence or moral r^rbgej/eipl 
determine the truth or otherwise/o||oub/remi|& 
the baseless character of the system/ we cpnd||® 
armies and navies and coa^t defences, are, ri 
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Note II. —So little confidence did /Si 
entertain with respect to the Pftucifita 
been for the persistent earnestness ud| 
who voluntarily undertook tpiussaib Tt 
pense and to revise all its||fo|b^ 
medley of squares and angles 



g:g 


v'g 

ti 


§ 


■v‘r: 


m 


m 

11 

u. ■ 


m 

jiS 


m 


SSS 


§ 


r'\ 

j? 

M 

M 




tic/ 

3S; 


giVen to flic world.' This fact has only very recently 
come to our knowledge. But it serves to confirm what 
we have long maintained, that Newton’s innate candour 
and loveof truth would have resisted and did resist, as 
far as possible, the impression that his mathematical 
works were to l>e accepted as statements of 0 physical 
facts. (See the Minutes of the Royal Society for 
J11 ne, 16S 7 . ) — M n i to k ./ 


MODERN ASTRONOMY. 

* 

The Ni:\ytonian System. Is It Scientific 


Part I. 


Discussion respecting the principles which regulate 
the^Natural Phenomena of the heavens has probably 
existed throughout the entire historic period. Speaking 
generally and admitting slight variations, the gist of the , 
subject would turn upon the question-as to whether the 
earth is a stationary object relatively to the heavenly 
objects, and. specially with regard to the sun ? or 
the reverse, .whether the fabric of the heavens in 
general, and the sun 'in particular, be stationary - 
witli'respect to the earth ? In a^impleribrfn is it the 
earth or the sun which is in motion ? 

It may be a matter of indifference to the great body 
of the community, which view may be held by men of 
culture and leisure; but in our own day the question 
has come to assume a very practical bearing, through 
the actipnof a section of the community, the secularists. 
This body is revolutionary in its objects, and expects 
to be yet in the ascendant. It so happens there is a 
book comprising the Jewish and Christian Scriptures, 
the Bible, whose teachings are not Very favourable to 
the spirit of their designs*. Men’s belief in the Bible is 
a sore obstacle. One or their lecturers declared 'that 
“ when lie had converted a man-to Freethinking in 
Religion he had no more anxiety about such an one, as 
he knew he would vote right politically.(a) 

(a) Lecture by G. W. Foote, subject: “An Hour in Hell,” 
delivered at Cardiff, about the early part of 1887 . 
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Hence their aim is iq underriiine the authority 
book; so in another lecture it was declared ** that the ‘‘-yiw 

ctdtomonfc r>>f tka PiWlo nn^n cn K'io/'tc Mrvl'cirh "-L" *. •Vilt 


were utterly childish by the side of the statenietj^$d£4':,||^^^ 
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Modern Science/’^) 

The term Science was not defined, neither was a case 
j.n point introduced, VVitl)6ut irreverence* it majr hie 
asked, if the Bible be not true, do we really require 
it ? 

. The secularist thus puts the Bible ip antagonism" 

Modern Science ; and in presuming upon the issue of^a 
conflict being undoubtedly in favour of Science, con- f |fj| 
siders he has a strong va,ntag£ ground for hi^espeqial 
•purpose. ^ V : - ; -L* 'yV 

The intention in this serij^s of papers is totake the•; 
Secularist upon his own ground; to neither ask nor• / • v 
grant any other favour than a fair field for the conduct .... 

. of a candid examination, allowing nothing but the most -iJ 4 wm 
impartial enquiry.. . .... 


Truth itself fears no inquiry : creeds or the6.rie^>niay::j.^;., , -|^^p 

totter. • . v'-v*.*. : • - 

The method of procedure is simple; we have 
find a suitable case, illustrating the 'lecturer’s ‘ deiM'iarar 


tion, i.e. t if t such case, can be found, or it niav be 
thus, w'e have tchfind a casairu which adrfble state^iifent 
is in opposition to modern scientific theory! ; • , 




We have it in the Book of Toshua, ch., x. • verses*.-/. 
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It is here stated that ** The Sun Stood Stilly- 
according to the revised version, 4 ‘ And the sun 
. in the midst of Heaven.’’ This.- supposes the sun tb.- 
in motion, and therefore it would be deemed : 44 ctiddi^-'^S^^P 
< because modern Astronomy teaches that the sun is still , / V 
• relatively to‘the earth. -* ■ <* • . w-:* \ - 
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reply th at'the book was not intended to 
that upon such subjects it spoke in lai 
to the apprehension of there to whoi 




addressed. But if a prior postulate be admitted to the 
effect that all Scripture was given by inspiration of 
God, then the inevitable conflict of the nineteenth 
century would have been foreseen. Another would 
rejoin, that the translation is faulty f that the original 
Hebrew should have been rendered “Solar Light M 
instead of “ Sun.** But when we and our utmost sur¬ 
roundings are enveloped in light is it possible for us to 
mark its progress apart from the direct rays emanating 
from the object which emits the light ? Also the 
; phrases “upon the mountain ” and “ midst of heaven ” 
would imply high day, how under such circumstances 
could the progress of moonlight be marked? For the 
• “moon stayed M also. If solar light stayed, so also 
would moonlight ; but if moonlight would be invisible 
under such conditions, it was the moon which stayed; 

. and if the moon itself be understood why not the sun be 
taken to mean that luminary itself? 

Now look at the statement itself; not less than four 
times is that statement virtually made there is reference 
% to another book as being corroborative, there are the 
marks or elements of precision, and there was abundhnt 
testimony. Would any modern judge in law dare to 
rule out nf court’evidence of such a character ? . 

If we uncertain as to the requirement of a literal 
interprelfftion in this case, why not close the book 
altogether ? - Without irreverence it may be asked, 
of what use to us is the Bible, if we cannot be sure that 
weuinderstand what we read. 

There is in this passage no difficulty to the truth- 
seeker; but there may be difficulty to him who 
endeavours to harmonise two opposites. 

We spontaneously concede , to the Secularist the 
literal rendering of that passage, “ That the suj| stood r 
still.” We freely admit it is in opposition to modern 
astronomy J on the point. Th^#efore, the next question 
to be settjed^is modern astronomy scientific? 

In seldj^ing tfiis we have chosen, perhaps, the 
strongest possible case in the Secularist’s favour. 

The Newtonian system - is accepted by the leading 
nations and the chief men of learning throughout the, 
civilised world. It is said to be founded upon the 








strictest mathematical 
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mer lays down the rules and details of navigation ; and 
in the matter oftime. npt a WnHW 

dates of events m calculating backwards for some 
thousands of years. 
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great mass of the community 
results without question. 
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state “ the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth,when under cross examination. ' 

We have found one case in which the Bible state¬ 
ment ^conflicts with modern theory; we have now to 
enquire as to the definition of the term “ Science.” 

It is said to be derived from .the latin scuntia , know¬ 
ledge: We have it thus, ist, knowledge; 2nd, con¬ 
nected knowledge ; i.e„ 3rd knowledge, wherein con- 

* elusions are demonstrably connected with the premises. 
So that knowledge may be simple in character at the 
outset, or it may be profound, when embodying results 
which have lieen attained only at the end of many 
laborious, intervening, CQnnected steps. 

. But what are “ premises ? ” 

^That which evidence is to the juryman, or a founda-, 
tion to the builder, such is the premis or premises to 
the reasoner. • It is the starting point, or the material 
ontjDf whicn all that follows is evolved, or rests upon. 
But the testimony niffy be either false or true: the 
foundation either of rock, or sand: and the premises 
^may be . 

(a) Axiomatic—or self-evident. 

(b) Postulated—i.r., agreed upon, for the sake of the 

argument, irrespective of either truth or falsity, in the 
first instance. * • 

{c ) Or the premises may be positive, that is certain ; 

• or merely probable, not really ascertained or hypothe¬ 
tical, i.e., assumed apart from a^-^roof, as if true. 

t t . v 1 . 1 1 r . 1 


Hence we see at a glance 
sions must be affect* 


the value of the conclu- 


>y the nature of the premises. 

We may also thus^operceive that the reasoning process 

itself,' or the science of operation may be Conducted 

quite correctly, and yet the o conclusions be of no 

practical value, because starting from premises having 

no foundation in fact! Hence the difference in 

* 

character between real knowledge and the merely pre¬ 
tentious, between true philosophy an4 sophistry. 

Therefore, let us be ever careful' to examine well 
premises and definitions of terms, lest we’handle a 
, weapon which shall eventually pierce our own hand. 

. As pertaining to modern astronomy what ifc thfe 
character of the premises ? 
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As exemplified in its assumptions, 

I'* •• • A "V T . • A tl •. • ** *!♦<’ *. . **'*.•/» 




la vuauuu. x ill* wao lll.c UULUV^V MI 

(i)'Neither is the Jaw of:gravitaiiofl'lp6siti^ei|i^^^^^^H 
tamed to exist, for though an ■ apple; 
from the tree, though lead may sink^n^atetilifej^ 
cork floats in the liquid water,and 
with hydrogen gas ascends in the fl uid'Aai|i|^Jcj:^hat^ : : v ' 
equilibrium (equal balance) may be equ^ly ^ti^ed^^ 
be regarded as the “ law,”evercbristahfv 
as gravitation; with this much in its i 
equilibrium is ascertained to exist is 
nature. 











SCIENCE IN THE BIBLE. 


I T was said in pur hearing that the Bible is not 
scientific, We°thought at the time, and still think, 
/ that the man who made this statement knew little 
about science, and less about what the Bible contains; 
because the Bible contains more science, than any other 
book in the world ! For,example, within the covers of 
the Bible there are the following great scientific facts, 

. which we canhot find in any bbok of astronomy in the 
world! • 

i. Every eclipse of the sun, whether total, annular, 
/or partial. * * 

2. Every eclipse of the moon, whether total or partial 
and the time when they have occurred, or will occur. 
'3* Every transit of the planet Mercury, 

4. Every transit of the planet Venus, both in her 
ascending and descending nodes. 

To the above we will add, that if any man can tell 
us where these astronomical phenomena can be obtained 
without the Bible* wet* shall be glad to hear fromliim. 
We remember, about sevejr years ago, being very 
anxious to obtain the dates ot two particular transits 
of Mercury, and enquired at the Greenwich Observa¬ 
tory for the information. But we could not get it, and 
should be without, it this day if we had not subsequently 
found everything we wanted in the Bible, by which we 
were norpnlV able to find the dates, but also to construct 
a table ot the transits of that planet from creation to 
those we now see, and onwards for a long time to come. 

We do npt mean that any one of the above impressive 
arid sublimb events are definitely stated; because, if 
that were so\ the simpleton we have alluded to would 
not have hazarded his statement. But we affirm that 
the means, are provided in. the. Bible for tracing and 
tabulating. all them , arid in such a particular and 
marked way, that you not only find them, but also see 
what is their special character. 












*’ • *. . <•'■"•’* • • 





IS 


r«v* ' • • • r- ••* v . , .'f; i; ■ 

This is scientific information which ;surp!asse^^MiSr?;fiti 

Kor Knnlr in fKo tirVittA ^Itn 


other book in the worlds' while the : ; chafe^er-■'andv^ Ail^J'-* 

practical utility of 

and the highest, science which the 

reached,, Had all the' astronomy in the ivbrl^beenal? v - ,>|g 
good as "that in the Bible, we should hot .•ha# 3 fiad; 13St fllfi 
different systems Qf--tiniie :ain6ngst 

should have had ofily oner—that system.; by.which^timd/^^^^ 
alone is produced—-the motions of the hCavfenly hodie^ 

—“All Past TimeM . . .' 

*» ' .. •■•. • • .-••■- • •;•••:• 


:x 

S® 


T :i' 


. <* 5 -jsa 


UNMASK THE SCOFFERS. 


• ..■ >*.*,•* u^ssmy^mi 


. 

■ ■ _■•■■ ' * r 

• •• * ttvgMsmk 


■ • • •■: •■ -• - ' • - :■ 

W E do n6t know a more hy^oeritical Idassofimen 
^ than that which sheers at "'Scnptuirei^ 
of science. Nor can we see how men 

regarded as intelligent, whenthey.^Us^OTt ;; tttfeM 3 wl^-^%^^^ 
ness of Scrmture historv. which thev have” nd/6r : 


because, we are justified in'making. ; »riifl B| 

that it is true science which now forms 

But we have waited in vain, when wehaye .s^^^hpse'-'iililM 
who make random assertions'* inr .jprMt^ 

Pentateuch, or any, other part of Scnptutie* 
arguments in writing "and work them;,o^ 

They ..cannot do so-! Time, in 

successive production { and, like. arithnr^^5|^||||n^i^|||^^g 
mental" science, being capable 

'reduction.-., A man would be laughed• at : wB^^sserted^^StSllj| 
that the number of minutes in an 'boiir could lfeieither # 
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that the number of minutes in an’hptir. ; ^ 6 i^ 3 |^|^^| 
increased or diminished, because ^n .hdur.;^sfnh^^|i^^ 
nomical portion of time and a true 
period, produced moment by moment by "planetary 
motion. In what way, then., but as 
can a person dispute Biblical time?• 

What, then,' are we to say of th&J|§eiife wife Havte; 
attempted to delude mankind-^, JSIUpfPj 
name of stern science—with the idea^ 4 h^ithe per^WSI 
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Such caluiiHiiators thrust out their tongues against the 
movements of fhe ^orbs.of heaven. The conduct of a 

— tn&ri'of this kind is most despicable, and we are deter¬ 
mined to strip the wretch of his borrowed plumes. He 
is a scientific juggler and a deceiver, who puts his 
finger in derision, or doubt, on one of the historical 

' statements of Scripture.. 

For many years now have these men attempted, in 
the name of Science, to impugn the accuracy of Scrip¬ 
ture history. • They have succeeded with some men, 
but the great mass of Christians have rightly refused 
their unfounded assertions, and with much commenda¬ 
tion havejwaited until the time has arrived when all 
Biblical periods, years, and dates, have become capable 
of demonstration, by the deductions of the very science 
which has falsely been Used against them. 

We affirm—and are always ready to show by figures 
—that .from the “first day of. o a.m_, of the period 

- known as creation to the present day, there is an un¬ 
broken line of J astronomical time, agreeing with all 
Biblical statements, .which it is not ‘possible for any 
man to challenge. Instead of maligning the Bible, * 
these deceivers and pretended scientists ought to rejoice 
in a Book^which now proves itself to be the Log Book 
pf the world. 

, • Great discredit, we .must add, has been thrown upon 
science by .conduct which we are now rightly com-. * 
demning. Science' is too pure to be sullied by such a 
“generation of vipers.” Hands off the Sacred page, 
we would say to such scientific pretenders. Such men 
are not astronomers, because they do not know the 
practical use of astronomy. They are mere star : gazers, 
to whom the great clock-like mechanism of the heavens 
is unknown.. The Great Architect of the Heavens and 
the Author of Scripture is one ; and hence the time of 
of both one and the other is the same. 


T. B. Dimblebv 
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